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DETAILED ACTION 

The amendment filed on June 16, 2006 has been entered. Claims 13-42 are cancelled, 
and claims 1-12 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 12 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim 12 appears to be reiterating what is already recited in claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the inlet/outlet pipes" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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Claims 1 and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Frey, Jr. et 
al. Frey, Jr. et al discloses casing 10 having a removable wall 16 including heat exchanger 28 
and fluid directing means (i.e. outer wall of door 16 and heat exchanger 28). 

Claims 1, 6-7 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Stoller. 
Figure 4 of Stoller discloses casing 12 having a removable wall 10 including heat exchanger wall 
34 and fluid directing means 37. Regarding claim 6, Stoller discloses means for driving the heat 
transfer fluid 48. Regarding claim 7, Stoller (column 9, lines 41-55) discloses prolusion mean 
within the casing. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stoller. 

Stoller (Figure 4) discloses all the claimed limitations except upstanding ribs. 

In an alternate embodiment, Figure 8 (column 9, lines 4-40) of Stoller teaches a heat 
transfer wall 76 having vertical upstanding ribs to improve the heat transfer. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to simply substitute one known element for another to 
obtain predictable results. KSRInt'lCo. v. Teleflex Inc., 82 USPQ2d 1385, 1395 (2007). 

Claims 2-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Frey, Jr. et al 
of Stoller in view of Hendrix. 

Frey, Jr. et al of Stoller discloses all the claimed limitations except inlet and outlet pipes. 
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Hendrix (Figure 3) discloses a casing comprising an exterior mounted heat exchanger 14 
having an unlabelled inlet pipe feeding means for driving the heat transfer fluid 39 and outlet 
pipe 49 for the purpose of providing cooling air to the heat exchanger. 

Since Frey, Jr. et al of Stoller and Hendrix are both from the same field of endeavor 
and/or analogous art, the purpose disclosed by Hendrix would have been recognized in the 
pertinent art of Frey, Jr. et al of Stoller. 

It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to employ in Frey, Jr. et al of Stoller an inlet pipe and outlet pipe for the 
purpose of providing cooling air to the heat exchanger as recognized by Hendrix. 

Regarding claims 3-5, the inlet pipe and outlet pipe 49 of Hendrix are angled 
downwardly. 

Regarding claim 7, Hendrix (column 3, lines 59-65) discloses propulsion means within 
the casing. 

Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Frey, Jr. et al 
of Stoller in view of Modschiedler. 

The device of Frey, Jr. et al of Stoller lacks propulsion means within the casing. 

Modschiedler (Figure 8) discloses a casing comprising an exterior mounted heat 
exchanger 1 with a means for driving the heat transfer fluid 6 and a propulsion means 8 within 
the casing for the purpose of optimally cooling the electronic components therein. 

Since Frey, Jr. et al of Stoller and Modschiedler are both from the same field of endeavor 
and/or analogous art, the purpose disclosed by Modschiedler would have been recognized in the 
pertinent art of Frey, Jr. et al of Stoller. 
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It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to employ in Frey, Jr. et al of Stoller a propulsion means within the 
casing for the purpose of optimally cooling the electronic components therein as recognized by 
Modschiedler. 

Regarding claim 8, the propulsion means 8 of Modschiedler is disposed within a aperture 
in wall 4. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonard R. Leo whose telephone number is (571) 272-4916. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Cheryl Tyler can be reached on (571) 272-4834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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